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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see p. 7 of Remarks, filed August 2, 2005, with respect to 
the objections to claims 2-5 and 7-15 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
The objections to claims 2-5 and 7-15 have been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of claims 1-15 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues that Jackson does not 
disclose adjusting image quality, nor does Jackson disclose quality adjustment values. 
The examiner disagrees with this assessment, noting that p. 7, paragraph 0081 
discloses an "Image Format Determination Server" that classifies a network based on 
quality. These quality values are then used to pick an image format that suits the 
network connection. Because these quality values are used to adjust an image format, 

* 

and may result in the lowering of quality of an image (p. 3, paragraph 0045), the 
invention of Jackson does disclose image quality adjustment values being used for 
adjusting quality of image displays. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

< 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - ' 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1-5 and 7-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Jackson (U.S. Publication 2002/0131072). 

5. As to claim 1, Jackson discloses an image display device, comprising: 
an image quality adjustment device (p. 7, paragraph 0081); 

a storage device that stores predetermined image quality adjustment values (p. 
4-5, paragraph 0062; adjustment values are stored for reuse), the image quality 
adjustment values being used for adjusting quality of image displays (p. 3, paragraph 
0045); 

and an output device that outputs the image quality adjustment values in the 
storage device to at least one of an information storage medium, a connected computer, 
and a connected network (p. 5, paragraph 0072; the adjustment values are sent to a 
"networked device"). 

6. As to claim 2, Jackson discloses an image display device in which image quality 
adjustment values outputted from another image display device or another computer 
are inputted through any one of the information storage medium, the coupled 
computer, and the connected network (p. 4, paragraph 0058; multiple networked image 
display devices are disclosed). 

7. As to claim 3, Jackson discloses a device in which the image quality adjustment 
values stored in the storage device are updated to newly inputted image 

quality adjustment values (p. 6, paragraph 0074). 

8. As to claim 4, Jackson discloses an image quality adjustment file in which user 
information concerning a user and device information concerning the image display 
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device are added to the image quality adjustment values being inputted or outputted 
(fig. 9, element 912). 

9. As to claim 5, Jackson discloses an image quality adjustment file in which one or 
both of content information concerning a contents of an image to be displayed and site 
information concerning an environment in which the image is to be displayed is added 
to the image quality adjustment values being inputted or outputted (fig. 9, element 912; 
image "type", "size", and "legibility" are all information concerning contents of an image). 

10. As to claim 7, Jackson discloses an image display system, comprising a network, 

* 

a host computer coupled to the network, and at least one image display device coupled 
to the network, 

image quality adjustment values of the at least one image display device being 
transmitted or received between the host computer and the at least one image display 
device through the network (p. 5, paragraph 0072; the adjustment values are sent to a 
"networked device"; fig. 9, element 902 discloses a "host computer"), the image quality 
adjustment values being used for adjusting quality of image displays (p. 3, paragraph 
0045). 

11. As to claim 8, Jackson discloses an image display system, comprising a network, 
a host computer coupled to the network, at least one user computer coupled to the 
network, and at least one image display device coupled to the user computer through at 
least one of a wireless medium, a wired medium and an information storage medium, 

image quality adjustment values of the at least one image display device being 
transmitted or received between the host computer and the at least one image display 
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device through the user computer and the network (p. 5, paragraph 0072; the 
adjustment values are sent to a "networked device"; also see fig. 9), the image quality 
adjustment values being used for adjusting quality of image displays (p. 3, paragraph 
. 0045). 

12. As to claim 9, Jackson discloses an image display system, comprising a network, 
a host computer coupled to the network, at least one first image display device coupled 
to the network, at least one user computer coupled to the network, and at least one 
second image display device coupled to the at least one user computer through at least 
one of a wireless medium, a wired medium and an information storage medium, 

image quality adjustment values of at least one image display device being 
transmitted or received between the at least one first image display device and the at 
least one second image display device through the network, the host computer, and the 
user computer (p. 4, paragraph 0058; p. 5, paragraph 0072; the adjustment values are 
sent to a "networked device"; also see fig. 9), the image quality adjustment values being 
used for adjusting quality of image displays (p. 3, paragraph 0045). 

13. As to claim 10, Jackson discloses an image display system, comprising a 
network, at least two first image display devices coupled to the network, at least one 
user computer coupled to the network, and at least two second image display devices 
coupled to the user computer through at least one of a wireless medium, a wired 
medium and an information storage medium, 
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image quality adjustment values of the at least two first image display devices 

■ 

being transmitted or received between the at least two first display devices through the 
network, 

or image quality adjustment values of the at least two second image display 
devices being transmitted or received between the at least two second image display 
devices through the user computer and the network, 

or image quality adjustment values of at least one image display device being 
transmitted or received between the at least two first image display devices and the at 
least two second image display devices through the user computer and the network (p. 
4, paragraph 0058; p. 5, paragraph 0072; the adjustment values are sent to a 
"networked device"; also see fig. 9 for multiple display devices connected to a host 
computer), the image quality adjustment values being used for adjusting quality of 
image displays (p. 3, paragraph 0045). 

14. As to claim 1 1 , Jackson discloses an image quality adjustment file in which user 
information concerning a user and device information concerning the image display 
device added to the image quality adjustment values being transmitted or received (fig. 
9, element 912). 

15. As to claim 12, Jackson discloses an image quality adjustment file in which one 
or both of content information concerning the contents of an image to be displayed and 
site information concerning the environment in which the image is to be displayed 
added to the image quality adjustment values being transmitted or received (fig. 9, 
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element 912; image "type", "size", and "legibility" are all information concerning contents 
of an image). 

16. As to claim 13, Jackson discloses at least one of image quality adjustment- 
analysis values per user obtained by analyzing the image quality adjustment values with 
respect to each user, image quality adjustment-analysis values for each image display 
device obtained by analyzing the image quality adjustment values with respect to each 
image display device, image quality adjustment-analysis values per content obtained by 
analyzing the image quality adjustment values with respect to each content of an image 
to be displayed, and image quality adjustment-analysis values per site obtained by 
analyzing the image quality adjustment values with respect to each environment in 
which the image is to be displayed being computed in the host computer based on the 
image quality adjustment file (fig. 9; p. 6, paragraph 0074; adjustment-analysis values 
are obtained with respect to each device). 

17. As to claim 14, Jackson discloses combined image quality adjustment-analysis 
values obtained by combining any two or more of a user, an image display device, 
contents of an image to be displayed and environment in which the image is to be 
displayed and analyzing the extracted image quality adjustment values being computed 

in the host computer based on the image quality adjustment file (fig. 9; elements 902, 

* 

912,914). 

1 8. As to claim 15, Jackson discloses at least one of the image quality adjustment- 
analysis values per user, the image quality adjustment-analysis values per device, the 
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image quality adjustment-analysis values per content, and the image quality 
adjustment-analysis values per site according to: 

at least one of image quality adjustment-analysis values per user obtained by 
analyzing the image quality adjustment values with respect to each user, image quality 
adjustment-analysis values for each image display device obtained by analyzing the 
image quality adjustment values with respect to each image display device, image 
quality adjustment-analysis values per content obtained by analyzing the image quality 
adjustment values with respect to each content of an image to be displayed, and image 
quality adjustment-analysis values per site obtained by analyzing the image quality 
adjustment values with respect to each environment in which the image is to be 
displayed being computed in the host computer based on the image quality adjustment 
file (fig. 9; p. 6, paragraph 0074; adjustment-analysis values are obtained with respect 
to each device), 

and the combined image quality adjustment-analysis values according to 
combined image quality adjustment-analysis values obtained by combining any 
two or more, of a user, an image display device, contents of an image to be displayed 
and environment in which the image is to be displayed and analyzing the extracted 
image quality adjustment values being computed in the host computer based on the 
image quality adjustment file (fig. 9; elements 902, 912, 914), 

being formed in a predetermined file format and selectively transmitted to the 
image display device or the user computer (fig. 9; element 914; p. 5; paragraph 0072). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 
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19. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

• 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

20. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jackson. 

21. As to claim 6, Jackson does not explicitly disclose an information display device 
that displays the image quality adjustment values. Jackson does display the image 
resulting from the adjustment values (fig. 9), but not the values themselves. However, 
displaying an image quality adjustment value is common practice on televisions or 
monitors, in which adjustment values such as brightness, tint, and various other color 
settings which correspond to the quality of an image, are displayed. Official notice has 
been taken of the fact that displaying image quality adjustment values is well-known in 
the art (see MPEP 2144.03). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
modify Jackson to display image quality adjustment values in order to allow a user to 
take note of what values are being used. 

Conclusion 

22. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed untij^after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron M. Richer whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7790. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on (571) 272-7778. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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